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— me ihmiuh»w - niA/AMPF 

THE REPLY FILED 29 May 2003 FAILS TO PLACE THIS ;^CA^ a 

Examination (RCE) in compliance with 37 CFR 1.114. 

period FOR REPLY [check either a) or b)] 

a) B The period (or reply expires 3 months ^^^^^^ tne date set forth in the final rejection, whichever is later. In no 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 -704(b). 

n . nn Annpllant's Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 

1 .□ A Notice of Appeal was filed on . AppeHa ^ ™ ™* avojd dismissa , of tne appeal. 

37 CFR 1 .1 92(a), or any extension thereof (37 ci-k i .iy i wj, iu 

2 n The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: . 

' (a) □ they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 
fwn thPv raise the issue of new matter (see Note below); 

!o! □ S rr*™™. to P,»c U» app,ic*» in b,« torn, .0, app.a, * ma»n„„ reducn, „ s,n,p„ ly ,n, .ha 

„ □ rxs , -> — — « ■ — numte - n " ai " da,ms ' 



NOTE: 



3 □ Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): 

4 □ NeWy proposed or amended Caim(s) would be allowable if submitted in a separate, time.y filed amendment 

canceling the non-allowable claim(s). 

5 El The a)D affidavit, b)D exhibit, or c)H request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the 
M appSon in condition for allowance because: s»» Condon S h ee> . 

6 □ The affidavit or exhibit wili NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were new.y 

raised bv the Examiner in the final rejection. 

The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 
Claim(s) allowed: 



Claim(s) objected to: 



Claim(s) rejected: jM>. 

claims withdrawn from consideration: 

Claims wuna approved or b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

8 □ The proposed drawing correction filed on is aju appiuvcu U( U/L _, 

9. Q Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement^ PTO-1449) Paper No(s). 

10. ^ Other. J^C^Ufeoj /^V^^(^f^i4J 
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Continuation of 5. contrary to what the applicants contend, 
claim that the (claimed) product is formed by neutralizing a' 
encompasses a product which is made up of two ingredients 
superabsorbent polymer and (2) fiber. 



instant claim 1 fails to particularly point out and distinctly 
polymer after mixing it with a fiber.. As this claim stands, it 
viz. (1) a partially in-situ neutralized wet-laid web of a 
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